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1. Continuing to act in Stanley Ku’s place at the Working Drawing Campus on the SAS project. 
2. Field – environmental firm on site to retrieve soil samples.  FWI starting to install shoring by Wall A. 
3. Attended SAS Safety meeting. 
4. CCO Meeting –  

a. Need to follow up with Jal Birdy on the bikepath rail drawings.  Drawings should incorporate the recent 
change to stainless steel studs. 

b. Check on the SES-1 / C-12 drawing. 
c. Need to issue RSP-P10.  Contacted Mohan Char for AECOM to issue. 
d. Need to check with Hasan El-Natur on the light pipe bracket changes on the corridor. 

5. During installation of shoring at Wall A, it was determined that the existing structure is posing an overhead 
obstruction.  Suggested that drill a slightly larger hole and place the beam in at an angle or excavate lower to 
increase the head room. 

6. ISD Meeting – Phone Bridge - Nick, Hasan, Todd, Mario, Mohammad, Al 
a. SDI drawings will be sent to Nick, FWI. 
b. E27 conflict – CCO plan sheets need to be provided to SDI to check for clearance. 
c. SDI indicates that they plan to stress from the ends of the bridge and not from the lower soffit.  This is due to 

the extremely large blockout that would be required for their jacking system.  Need 5’6” clear in front of the 
anchor head. 

d. Drainage shop drawings will be held up until the PT issues have been resolved. 
7. Micropiles – a meeting was set up at the request of AVAR to clarify the Department’s comments. 

a. Micropile lengths – the plan dimensions will be changed by design to reflect Contractor’s determination of 
bonded length. 

b. Test Pile length – specified length of the reaction pile is due to the poor subsurface conditions. 
c. Means and methods for the grout cure time are acceptable to the designer. 
d. The PVC centralizer shown on the shop drawings are normally used in the industry – acceptable to the 

designer. 
e. Qualifications – some discussions on similarities and differences between those presented and the current 

project.   AVAR intends to post grout the micropiles and will have 2 tubes in place.  It was indicated that the 
deflection of 0.5” is very tight.  Elastic elongation alone is approximately 0.5”.   

f. AVAR to await new contract plan sheets before generating shop drawing revisions. 
8. Contacted Son Ly, Branch 16, requesting that they expedite new plan sheets based upon discussions from the 

micropile meeting.  They need to revise the uncased pile length and the height of the centralizer to be 600 above the 
tip of the pile. 

9. Saba Mohan responded back on the driven pile F/W foundations.  Some recommendations were provided on a wait 
period prior to loading.  Based upon the build schedule, this would not be an issue. 

10. Request from UIS via Oliveira Fence via FWI for an additional 39m of bikepath handrail.  This is a known issue that 
was determined last month on a separate question.  This is a final pay item and theoretically should not be paid.  
However, it was confirmed by Design that they mis-estimated the quantity.  Additionally, the rail is an important 
architectural item and their cooperation is needed to make this rail perfect. 

11. Shop drawings received informally for the PT.  Sent out to AECOM and Cadre Design. 
 


